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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Fujisou et al, for the reasons 
given in the last Office Action. Applicants' argument, that desulfurization is carried out in 
the presence of a hydrogen-containing gas in the process of Fijisou et al, is not 
convincing, since Fujisou et al imply at col. 4, lines 11-18 that the desulfurization may 
be carried out in the absence of hydrogen. Applicants' argument, that in every disclosed 
embodiment of Fujisou et al, hydrogen is employed in desulfurization, is not convincing, 
since it is well-settled that the teachings of a reference are not limited to the disclosed 
examples. 

Claims 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Igarashi or Okada et al or Fujisou et 
al or Shioiri et al. No distinction is seen between the processes disclosed by Igarashi, 
Okada et al, Fujisou et al, and Shioiri et al, and that recited in applicants' claims. 
Igarashi, Okada et al, Fujisou et al, and Shioiri et al all discloses methods for reforming 
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liquid hydrocarbons which have been desulfurized. Applicants' argument, that the 
references do not disclose the desulfurization conditions recited in claim 1 , is not 
convincing, since claims 7-10 do not require such conditions but merely require the step 
of reforming a liquid hydrocarbon which would have the same sulfur content as the 
desulfurized hydrocarbon formed according to the process of claim 1 . 

Claims 1, 2, 5-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. The specificartiOon does not enable one to use the invention, since the 
"test method for distillation at atmospheric pressure" as provided in the standard JIS 
K2254 "Petroleum products - Determination of distillation characteristics" as revised in 
1998 appears to be essential subject matter but has not been incorporated into the 
specification. See 37 CFR 1.57 and MPEP 608.01 ( p ). 

The rejection under 35 USC 112 paragragh 2 is withdrawn in view of the Katsuno 
Declaration filed under 37 CFR 1 .132 on January 1 1 , 2008, which establishes that the 
particular year of the standard (1998) is inherent in the disclosure of the present 
specification. See paragraghs 5-7 of the Declaration. 

This application apparently discloses allowable subject matter (i. e., regarding 
claim 12). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wayne Langel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
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1353. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8 am - 3:30 
pm Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stanley Silverman can be reached on 571-272-1358. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Wayne Langel/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1793 
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